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which included facilities for the Active and Re-
serve Components and Army Family Housing. 

His efforts, recognized within the Army Fam-
ily Housing, Office of the Secretary of De-
fense, and Congress, have focused specifi-
cally on the Secretariat policy and oversight 
for the Army’s Transformation to the Army 
Modular Force, Integrated Global Presence 
and Basing Strategy, and supplemental re-
quest to support the global war on terrorism 
and responses to natural disasters. Through-
out his career, he has provided outstanding 
leadership, advice, and sound professional 
judgment to his colleagues. He is an exem-
plary civil servant and will be missed by the 
United States Army. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like to con-
gratulate Peter Tamilin for his service to our 
country. I call upon my colleagues to join me 
in applauding his past accomplishments and 
wishing him the best of luck in all future en-
deavors. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. SHERROD BROWN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, December 7, 2005 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, on Tues-
day, December 6, 2005, I was unable to cast 
votes on two measures on the suspension cal-
endar. I ask that my absence be excused, and 
that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD show that 
had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on H. Res. 535, honoring the legacy of 
Yitzhak Rabin, and ‘‘yea’’ on H. Res. 479, 
commemorating the 50th anniversary of the 
1956 Hungarian Revolution. 
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LET’S GET SERIOUS ABOUT 
SUPPORTING OUR TROOPS 

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, December 7, 2005 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, today’s ac-
tions are a shameful disservice both to our 
soldiers in Iraq and to Americans here at 
home. Republicans are denying the Nation an 
open debate on the war in Iraq. On tonight’s 
agenda, the Republicans not only have re-
placed Mr. MURTHA’s resolution on Iraq with 
H.R. 571, a perversion of the Murtha Resolu-
tion that Representative HUNTER introduced, 
and which in no way conveys the sentiment of 
Representative MURTHA’s proposal. They also 
have had the temerity to characterize it as a 
‘‘Democratic proposal.’’ 

Representative MURTHA’s Resolution states 
that, ‘‘The deployment of U.S. forces in Iraq, 
by direction of Congress, is hereby terminated 
and the forces are to be redeployed at the 
earliest practicable date.’’ It also provides for 
deploying a contingency capability outside of 
Iraq, and requires America to pursue security 
and stability in Iraq through diplomacy. The 
Republican legislation contains none of this 
language. 

I am a member of the ‘‘Out of Iraq Caucus’’ 
because I believe we should bring our troops 
home from Iraq as soon as practicably pos-
sible, as does Representative MURTHA. The 

citizens of this country deserve to have a true 
floor debate on why this is right and on how 
best to do it. Then their Representatives owe 
them an up or down vote on this issue. Mr. 
MURTHA’s speech should open serious hear-
ings on the issue, followed by extensive de-
bate on our policy in Iraq. 

Mr. Speaker, to paraphrase FDR: Tonight 
it’s clear that the only thing the Bush White 
House has to fear is public debate itself. 

It is the height of hypocrisy for the Repub-
lican leadership to schedule a sudden, strait- 
jacketed mini-debate and vote on their version 
of Mr. MURTHA’s resolution. To understand this 
hypocrisy its necessary to put their deceit in 
context. 

The House Majority Leadership has consist-
ently refused to allow the House to debate 
H.J. Res. 55, an earlier bill offered by 63 
House members in a bipartisan fashion. It 
would require the President to set forth a plan 
for withdrawal from Iraq and to begin to imple-
ment it next fall. The Republican Leadership 
has stonewalled efforts to have this bill consid-
ered in committee and brought to the Floor for 
consideration. They have forced us to employ 
the parliamentary last resort of filing a dis-
charge petition, in order to force the Leader-
ship to let us debate H.J. Res. 55. The issue 
before the House at this point is not even the 
merits of that resolution. Instead, it is preser-
vation of the basic democratic process and the 
ability of the public to hear debate on the most 
pressing issue facing this country. 

Now, in a 180 degree reversal, the Leader-
ship suddenly wants an abbreviated debate on 
our policy for ending President Bush’s disaster 
in Iraq. Why this bizarre turn-around, Mr. 
Speaker? The answer is simple. Mr. MURTHA, 
the Ranking Member of the Defense Appro-
priations Subcommittee yesterday struck fear 
in the Leadership and the White House with 
his statement of plain truths. Because of his 
stature in this body, the gentlemen from Penn-
sylvania, with that single speech, shredded the 
White House’s defense of its flawed policies. 

Until now, the President and Vice President 
have relied on questioning the patriotism of 
their critics on Iraq. They have hidden behind 
the claim that—any critics of their war do not 
support our troops and do not respect our 
troops’ sacrifices. They have repeated that 
outrageous mantra over and over, most dis-
gracefully in President Bush’s remarks on Vet-
erans Day. 

Those false claims to discredit critics were 
demolished in one stroke by Mr. MURTHA’s 
statement. The White House knows full well: 

that there is no more patriotic Member of 
this House, 

that there is no Member who loves our 
troops more, 

that there is no Member who has supported 
our troops more, and 

that there is no Member who has served in 
our military more bravely than Mr. MURTHA. 

The White House political spinners also re-
alize that the American people are disgusted 
when attacks on a patriot like Mr. MURTHA are 
made by elected officials in the White House 
who sought to evade military service in time of 
war. So now they resort to this sleazy tactic. 
They pretend to have the Nation consider the 
issues raised by Mr. MURTHA’s candid anal-
ysis, but in reality they seek to sweep those 
powerful remarks under the rug. 

Then they will pretend that the Congress 
has seriously considered the tragic issues of 

life and death and claim that this steam- 
rollered vote reflects the fully-informed, consid-
ered opinion of our constituents. That’s non-
sense. 

This is a disgrace to the House, and more 
important, it’s a disgrace to all that our men 
and women in Iraq are fighting and dying for. 
The American people and our soldiers de-
serve better than this cheap trick. To those 
across the aisle who want to prevent the 
American people from learning the awful truths 
about Iraq and who seek to stifle real national 
debate, there is only one thing to say: ‘‘Shame 
on you.’’ 

Mr. HUNTER’s charade should be defeated. 
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S. 136; TITLE III—REDWOOD NA-
TIONAL PARK BOUNDARY AD-
JUSTMENT ACT OF 2005 

HON. MIKE THOMPSON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, December 7, 2005 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to thank Senator FEINSTEIN and Chair-
man POMBO for their support of my legislation 
to adjust the boundary of Redwood National 
Park to include the State of California’s recent 
Mill Creek acquisition. This legislation is in-
cluded as Title III in S. 136—The Rancho Cor-
ral de Tierra Golden Gate National Recreation 
Area Boundary Adjustment Act. 

In 1994, the National Park Service and the 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 
established an historic framework for coopera-
tive management of the four redwood parks 
included in the boundary of Redwood National 
Park. Now officially known as Redwood Na-
tional and State Parks (RNSP), this partner-
ship is viewed as a nation-wide model of 
interagncy cooperative management effort. 
Prior to the cooperative agreement, there were 
inefficiencies, duplication of effort, manage-
ment and operational conflicts and confusion 
for the visitor. Now the park appears to the 
visitor and the traveling public as a seamless 
park unit. A Redwood National and State Park 
general management plan was adopted in 
2000 that guides the future management and 
protection of these parks. The proposed 
boundary revision will enable the two park 
systems to extend the unique RNSP partner-
ship to the Mill Creek acquisition. 

The Mill Creek acquisition is contiguous to 
the existing boundary of RNSP. It is bordered 
to the west by Del Norte Redwoods State 
Park, to the north by Jedediah Smith State 
Park and to the east, by Six Rivers National 
Forest, Smith River Recreation Area. My legis-
lation adjusts the RNSP boundary to include 
the State acquisition of the Mill Creek and 
Rock Creek watersheds. 

The California Department of Parks and 
Recreation acquired the approximately 25,000 
acres of redwood forest in Del Norte County in 
2002. The addition of this land protected two 
important watersheds that link the Pacific 
Coast with the inland mountains. The Mill 
Creek and Rock Creek watersheds are impor-
tant coho salmon rearing tributaries to the 
Smith River, California’s largest remaining un- 
dammed river. Protecting and restoring habitat 
for coho salmon in these areas will help in-
crease salmon populations along the Northern 
California and Southern Oregon Coasts. It will 
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